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DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1 . The following is a final office action in response to the communications received 
on March 29, 2006. Claims 41-60 are now pending in this application. 

Response to Amendments 

2. Applicant's cancellation of claims 1-40 is acknowledged. Applicant's assertion of 
new claims 41-60 is acknowledged. Applicant's amendments to the drawings and 
specification are acknowledged. Examiner asserts new 35 U.S.C. §1 1 2 f 35 U.S.C. 
§102(b), and 35 U.S.C. 103 rejections as necessitated by amendments. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants' arguments filed on December 1 , 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection as necessitated by amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 41-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 41 recites "executing in computer", without any reference as to what is 
being executed in the computer. From the text of the limitation, the process, the route 
or the workflow program can be executed in the computer. For the purposes of 
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examination, Examiner is interpreting that the workflow program is executed in the 
computer. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 41-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Berg 
etal. (U.S. Patent No. 5999911). 

As per claim 41 , Berg et al. teach: 

A project management workflow system for completing a task comprising: 

A computer (see column 3 lines 62-67, column 4 lines 66-67, and column 5 lines 
1-6; where the invention is implemented using a computer system.); 

A project management program providing a first task with a start date, and 
estimated duration and executing in the computer (see column 22 lines 47-59 and 
figure 2; where tasks can have a preferred start and finish time/date. Actual and 
baseline data is collected. All processes and tasks are executed in the computer.); 

A workflow program providing a route, a sequence of process steps with a user 
for each step to perform the step and executing in the computer (see column 2 lines 
42-52 and column 4 lines 4-29; where a workflow program is described. The 
workflow program manager controls the execution of steps in a workflow. A user 
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defines a flow or route in the workflow manager definitions. The flow or route 
contain successive steps and tasks to be performed.); 

Such that a first route is defined to perform the first task (see column 4 lines 4-29 
and column 10 lines 47-58; where the workflow contains successive tasks that 
comprise a route. Each route begins with a task or step, which would be the first 
task.); 

When the first task is started in the project management program, then the first 
route is started in the workflow program (see column 7 lines 9-25 and column 22 
lines 47-59; where the status of a task can be exported from the workflow program 
and imported into a project management program. Specifically, the start and finish 
status of a task is recorded and available for export. The Berg et al. system serves 
as both a project management system and a workflow management system.); 

When the first route is completed, then the first task is completed in the project 
management program and also completed in the project management workflow 
system (see column 7 lines 9-25 and column 22 lines 47-59; where the status of a 
task can be exported from the workflow program and imported into a project 
management program. Specifically, the start and finish status of a task is recorded 
and available for export. The Berg et al. system serves as both a project 
management system and a workflow management system.). 

As per claim 42, Berg et al teach: 

The system of claim 41 , wherein the project management program provides 
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a second task defined to start at the completion of the first task and a second 
route is defined to perform the second task such that when the first task is 
completed, the second task is started in the project management program and then 
the second route is started in the workflow program (see column 1 1 lines 44-56 and 
column 22 lines 47-59; where the workflow definitions can contain dependencies. A 
start-finish dependency is a relationship between two tasks where one can task 
begins when the first task is complete. The status of each task can be updated into 
the project management software as well.); 

When the second route is completed, then the second task is completed in the 
project management program (see column 7 lines 9-25 and column 22 lines 47-59; 
where the status of a task can be exported from the workflow program and imported 
into a project management program. Specifically, the start and finish status of a task 
is recorded and available for export. The Berg et al. system serves as both a project 
management system and a workflow management system.). 

As per claim 43, Berg et al teach: 

The system of claim 41, wherein the project management program provides a 
second task defined to start at the completion of the first task and a second route is 
defined to perform the second task and a third task with a third route defined to 
perform the third task such that the when the project management program is 
changed so that the third task is defined to start at the completion of the first task 
rather than the second task, then when the first task is completed, the third task is 
started in the project management program and the third route is started in the 
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workflow program (see column 9 lines 1-17, column 1 1 lines 44-56, and column 22 
lines 47-59; where the workflow definitions can contain dependencies. A start-finish 
dependency is a relationship between two tasks where one can task begins when 
the first task is complete. A start-start dependency is where a second step requires 
a first step having started before it can start. A finish-finish dependency is where a 
first step cannot finish unless a second step has completed. The labeling of the 
steps as first, second, and third is arbitrary, thus a third step can begin at the 
completion of the first step the same as a second step can start at the completion of 
the first step. The workflow definitions are stored in templates and can be 
manipulated using drag and drop functionality as to replace the second step with a 
third step or create a subflow from the first step to the third step. The status of each 
task can be updated into the project management software as well.); 

When the third route is completed, then the third task is completed in the project 
management program (see column 7 lines 9-25 and column 22 lines 47-59; where 
the status of a task can be exported from the workflow program and imported into a 
project management program. Specifically, the start and finish status of a task is 
recorded and available for export. The Berg et al. system serves as both a project 
management system and a workflow management system.). 

As per claim 44, Berg et al. teach: 

The system of claim 41 , wherein the completion time for the first route in the 
workflow program is set in the project management program as the completion time 
for the first task (see column 7 lines 9-25 and column 22 lines 47-59; where the 
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status of a task can be exported from the workflow program and imported into a 
project management program. Specifically, the start and finish status of a task is 
recorded and available for export. The Berg et al. system serves as both a project 
management system and a workflow management system.). 
As per claim 46, Berg et al. teach: 

The system of claim 41, wherein the project management program sends a 
starting message, including an e-mail or XML message, to the workflow program at 
the start of the first task to start the first route and the workflow program sends a 
completion message at the completion of the first route to the project management 
program to complete the task (see column 1 1 lines 1-9; where an email is sent 
regarding the status of an activity or step. The Berg et al. system serves as both the 
project management software and the workflow management system, therefore the 
message is being sent from the project management system.). 

As per claim 47, Berg et al. teach: 

The system of claim 41 , wherein a step in the first route is designated as partial 
completion of the first task such that when the step is completed, the workflow 
program sends a message, including an e-mail or XML message, to the project 
management program to indicate partial completion of the first task (see column 1 1 
lines 1-9; where an email is sent regarding the status of an activity or step. The 
Berg et al. system serves as both the project management software and the 
workflow management system, therefore the message is being sent from the 
workflow management system.). 
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Claims 48-51 and 53-54 recite a method to implement a project workflow system 
to complete a task taught by Berg et al. (see column 2 lines 42-52 and column 4 lines 4- 
29; where a workflow program is described. The workflow program manager controls 
the execution of steps in a workflow. A user defines a flow or route in the workflow 
manager definitions. The flow or route contain successive steps and tasks to be 
performed.) and further recite limitations already addressed by the rejections of claims 
41-44 and 46-47; therefore the same rejections apply to these claims. 

Claims 55-57 and 59-60 recite a method to sequentially execute a first route and 
then a second route for a workflow system using a project management system taught 
by Berg et al. (see column 2 lines 42-52 and column 4 lines 4-29; where a workflow 
program is described. The workflow program manager controls the execution of steps 
in a workflow. A user defines a flow or route in the workflow manager definitions. The 
flow or route contain successive steps and tasks to be performed.) and further recite 
limitations already addressed by the rejections of claims 41-44 and 46-47; therefore the 
same rejections apply to these claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 45, 52, and 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Berg et al. (U.S. Patent No. 599991 1). 
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As per claim 45, Berg et al. fail to explicitly teach "the project management 
program provides a user for the first task and the user in the first route is set to the user 
in the first task". It is old and well-known in the art for a project management or 
workflow program to assign a user to a task. The advantage of assigning a user to a 
task is that it enables better tracking and organization of data related to the execution of 
steps in a workflow. It would have been obvious, at the time of the invention, to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the feature of "project management program 
provides a user for the first task and the user in the first route is set to the user in the 
first task" to the Berg et al. system in order to enable the better tracking and 
organization of data related to the execution of steps in a workflow, which is a goal of 
Berg et al. (see column 1 lines 25-38). 

Claims 52 and 58 recite limitations already addressed by the rejection of claim 
45; therefore the same rejection applies to these claims. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following are pertinent to the current invention, though not 
relied upon: 

Leymann et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6122633) teach a workflow management 
systems (WFMS). More particularly the inventions extends WFMS by subscription 
means. The subscription means operate on an audit trail stored within a database. The 
subscription means may encompass a multitude of subscription monitors. The present 
invention relates to the area of workflow management systems (WFMS). More 
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particularly the inventions extends WFMS by subscription means. The subscription 
means operate on an audit trail stored within a database. The subscription means may 
encompass a multitude of subscription monitors. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kalyan K. Deshpande whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5880. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




